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REMARKS 

This reply responds to the Final Office Action dated March 26, 2010. 

Claims 1,17, 30, and 33 are amended, no claims are canceled, and no claims are added; 
as a result, claims 1-6, 17-20, and 26-33 are now pending in this application. The amendments 
to the claims are fully supported by the specification as originally filed. No new matter is 
introduced. Reconsideration of the above-identified application is respectfully requested in view 
of the amendments above and the remarks that follow. 

Support for the amendments to claims 1 and 1 7 can be found in the specification, for 
example, at paragraphs [0012]-[0014j and in Figures 2 and 4. The amendments to claims 30 and 
33 correct typographical errors and are not made for reasons related to patentability. 

The Rejection of Claims Under § 102 

Claims 1-6, 17-20, and 26-33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by "MiniSafe MS4600 Series Safety flight Curtain," MiniSafe MS4600 Installation and 
Operating Manual, (07/08/1999), pages I -39 (hcrcaficr: "MiniSafe"). These grounds of rejection 
are respectfully traversed for at least the reasons made of record. 

As noted in the previous response, MiniSafe's machine primary control element (MPCE) 
is not an access member that prevents access to programmable controls and a teaching actuator 
through an access port. However, to further prosecution of the instant application, claim 1 is 
amended to further clarify this claim. 

MiniSafe does not disclose or suggest ail the elements interrelated as recited in claim 1, 
taken as a whole. For example, MiniSafe appears void of a disclosure or suggestion of an 
apparatus that includes "a housing assembly including an access port . . . programmable controls 
... a teaching actuator ... an access member coupled with a portion of the housing assembly, 
the access member having a closed position and an open position, the access member preventing 
physical access to the programmable controls and the teaching actuator through the access port 
when the access member is disposed in the closed position," as recited in amended claim 1 . On 
page 3 of the Office Action, it is alleged that MiniSafe's M PCE is an access member. As 
indicated on the referenced page 1 1 of MiniSafe, MPCE "monitors the MiniSafe interface to the 
guarded machine and checks to ensure that the control elements are responding correctly to the 
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light," which does not disclose an access member to prevent physical access to programmable 
controls and a teaching acluator. 

On page 8 of the Office Action, page 10 of MiniSafe is referenced noting "[t]he Program 
button is accessed by removing a tamper-resistant screw." However, the quoted section does not 
include ail of the defining characteristics of the "tamper-resistant screw." The quoted section 
continues with "'[tjhe tamper-resistant screw must be replaced to maintain the environmental 
integrity" Therefore, the tanvper-resistant screw of the MiniSafe system is not part, of an access 
member having an open and closed position. To access MiniSafe's program button, the tamper- 
resistant screw of the MiniSafe system is not coupled to a portion of a housing assembly. 
Though it is clear in claim 1 that the recited access member has a closed position and an open 
position while coupled to a portion of the housing assembly, claim 1 is amended to further 
clarify this claim. 

Therefore, it is submitted that MiniSafe does not teach each and every claim element of 
claim 1 , that MiniSafe does not teach the identical invention in as complete detail as is contained 
in ciaiin 1, and/or that MiniSafe docs not teach each and every ch-im clement arranged as in. 
claim 1. Thus, MiniSafe does not anticipate claim 1 and claim 1 is patentable over MiniSafe. 

Claims 2-6 and 31-33 depend from independent claim 1 and are patentable over MiniSafe 
for at least the reasons stated above with respect to claim 1 . Further, in view of the additional 
features of each of these dependent claims, these claims may be allowable for one or more 
reasons in addition to and/or in alternative to those reasons identified above, For example, with 
respect to claim 6, the analysis in the Office Action is directed to an "operator must press and 
release the Start button" m MiniSafe. An "operator must press and release the Start button" does 
not disclose or suggest a teaching actuator is released in a predetennined amount of time after 
cessation of visual indication of the visual indicators. 

Claim 17 is amended in a similar manner as claim 1 to clarify this claim. MiniSafe does 
not disclose or suggest all the elements interrelated as recited in claim 17, taken as a whole. For 
example, MiniSafe appears void of a disclosure or suggestion of an apparatus that includes "a 
housing assembly including an access port . . . programrnabie controls ... a teaching actuator 
operatively coupled with the programmable controls ... an access member . . . the access 
member preventing physical access to the programmable controls . . . the access member 
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prevents unauthorized physical access to the prograriimable controis. In the Office Action, 
sections of MiniSafe are referenced with respect to "the protected machine is not allowed to 
operate; regardless of button press and release." "[R]egardless of button press and release" 
indicates that though MiniSafe's protected machine does not operate, the button press and release 
are physically accessible. MiniSafe's protected machine not allowed to operate does not disclose 
or suggest an access member that prevents unauthorized physical access to programmable 
controls. 

Therefore, it is submitted that MiniSafe does not teach each and ever/ claim element of 
claim 17, that MiniSafe does not teach the identical invention in as complete detail as is 
contained in claim 17, and/or that MiniSafe does not teach each and every claim element 
arranged as in claim 17. Thus, MiniSafe does not anticipate claim 17 and claim 17 is patentable 
over MiniSafe. 

Claims 18-20 and 26-30 depend from independent claim 17 and are patentable over 
MiniSafe for at least the reasons stated above with respect to claim 17. Further, in view of the 
addilionai features of each of these dependent claims, these claims may be allowable for one or 
more reasons in addition to and'or in alternative to those reasons identified above. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejections of claims 1-6, 17-20, and 26-33, and 
reconsideration and allowance of these claims are respectfully requested. 

Assertion of Pertinence 
This reply does not include a response to the assertion of pertinence stated for the patent 
cited, but not relied upon, in the Office Action, since this patent is not relied upon as part of the 
rejections in this Office Action. It is expressly not conceded that this patent has any pertinence 
and the right to respond more fully should the patent form a part of some future rejection is 
reserved herein. 
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Reservation of Rights 
There are one or more conmients in the instant Office Action for which there is 
disagreement. However, the discussion of the Office Action has been limited to such discussion 
as to efficiently expedite the prosecution of the instant application. The right to further address 
the comments of the Examiner at a later date, if necessary, is herein reserved. 



CONCLUSION 

It is respectfully submitted that the claims are in condition for allowance, and notification 
to that effect is earnestly requested. The Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at 
(612) 371-2157 to facilitate prosecution of this application. 

If necessary, please charge any additional fees or deficiencies, or credit any 
overpayments to Deposit Account No. 19-0743. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date 26Mav2010 
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